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A SHORTENED STATUTORY PERIOD FOR REPLY IS SET TO EXPIRE 3 MONTH(S) OR THIRTY (30) DAYS, 
WHICHEVER IS LONGER, FROM THE MAILING DATE OF THIS COMMUNICATION. 

- Extensions of time may be available under the provisions of 37 CFR 1.136(a). In no event, however, may a reply be timely filed 
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Any reply received by the Office later than three months after the mailing date of this communication, even if timely filed, may reduce any 
earned patent term adjustment. See 37 CFR 1.704(b). 

Status 

1)03 Responsive to communication(s) filed on 03 November 2006 . 
2a)D This action is FINAL. 2b)E><3 This action is non-final. 

3) D Since this application is in condition for allowance except for formal matters, prosecution as to the merits is 

closed in accordance with the practice under Ex parte Quayle, 1 935 CD. 11, 453 O.G. 21 3. 

Disposition of Claims 

4) i3 Claim(s) 1-17 and 20-23 is/are pending in the application. 

4a) Of the above claim(s) is/are withdrawn from consideration. 

5) Q Claim(s) is/are allowed. 

6) \E\ Claim(s) 1-17 and 20-23 is/are rejected. 

7) Q Claim(s) is/are objected to. 

8) D Claim(s) are subject to restriction and/or election requirement. 

Application Papers 

9) Q The specification is objected to by the Examiner. 

10) D The drawing(s) filed on is/are: a)D accepted or b)D objected to by the Examiner. 

Applicant may not request that any objection to the drawing(s) be held in abeyance. See 37 CFR 1.85(a). 
Replacement drawing sheet(s) including the correction is required if the drawing(s) is objected to. See 37 CFR 1.121(d). 

11) D The oath or declaration is objected to by the Examiner. Note the attached Office Action or form PTO-152. 
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1 .□ Certified copies of the priority documents have been received. 
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3. Q Copies of the certified copies of the priority documents have been received in this National Stage 

application from the International Bureau (PCT Rule 17.2(a)). 
* See the attached detailed Office action for a list of the certified copies not received. 
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DETAILED ACTION 

Per Applicant's Request for Continued Examination 

Claims 7, 8 and 1 7 have been amended. 
Claims 18 and 19 have been cancelled. 

Claims 1-17 and 20-23 are pending . 

Continued Examination Under 37CFR LI 14 

I. A request for continued examination under 37 CFR 1.1 14, including the fee set forth in 
37 CFR 1.17(e), was filed in this application after final rejection. Since this application is 
eligible for continued examination under 37 CFR 1.1 14, and the fee set forth in 37 CFR 1.17(e) 
has been timely paid, the finality of the previous Office action has been withdrawn pursuant to 
37 CFR 1.114. Applicant's submission filed on 1 1/3/2006 has been entered. 

Response to Arguments 

II. Applicant's arguments with respect to claims 1, 8 and 17 have been considered but are 
moot in view of the new ground(s) of rejection. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

III. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in 
section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are 
such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person 
having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the 
manner in which the invention was made. 
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IV. Claims 1-6, 8-14, 16, 17 and 20 are rejected under 35 U.S.C 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Redfern (US 6,078,914) in view of Harris (US Publication 2006/0149719). 

a. Regarding claim 1, Redfern teaches a method for displaying web site search 

results obtained from searching multiple electronic information stores without distinguishing the 

particular electronic information stores in the display, the method comprising: 

• receiving at least one search term and storing internal content at a web host 
(Figure 1, col. 4 lines 8-53, col, 6 lines 4-15, coL8 lines 41-62); 

• comparing, at the web host, the search term with first electronic information 
within a first electronic information store to determine whether matches exist, and 
obtaining a first search result that includes the matches that are determined to 
exist (col 3 lines 39-45 \ col.8 line 63-coL9 line 43, col, J 5 line 50-col.J6 line 27 — 
provision for combining hits from each search engine and comparing); 

• comparing the search term with second electronic information to determine 
whether matches exist, wherein the second electronic 1) is stored within a second 
electronic information store, 2) is independent of the first result, and 3) includes 
content provided by a source other than the web host and being made accessible 
to both the members of the web host and the non-members (coL8 line 63-coL9 
line 43, col 1 5 line 50-coll6 line 27— provision for combining hits from each 
search engine, comparing and removing redundancies) ; and 

• displaying results based on the matches that are determined to exist with the first 
electronic information and the second electronic information, wherein the results 
are displayed in a single interface of results comprised of the matches that are 
determined to exist with the first electronic information and the second electronic 
information (col 3 lines 21-45, col4 lines 8-27, col JO lines 33-63, col 15 line 50- 
col 16 line 27— combined results from the search engines are displayed together). 

Redfern discloses the use of various types of search engines, such as commercial 

and proprietary search engine databases based upon the user's identity, which implies the use of 

search engines accessible only to particular users, such as members/subscribers (col9 lines 1- 

27). However, Harris more explicitly teaches the claimed limitation of the first electronic 



information including the internal content provided by the web host and being accessible only to 
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members of the web host in disclosing initiation of a customized search on a subscriber's website 
including searching the subscriber's data source along with other standard search engines (page 
1 paragraphs 009-001 1; page 2 paragraph 0018-0019; page 4 paragraph 0039 and 0041; page 
5 paragraph 0044; pages 5-6 paragraphs 0053-0054; page 6 paragraphs 0059-0060; page 8 
paragraphs 0074-0075). 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to combine the teachings of Redfern with Harris for the purpose of 
implementing a meta-search system that distributes search queries across multiple search engines 
and databases — including a member-only web host databases — in order to perform a more 
exhaustive search of applicable data sources and to provide the user with a comprehensive list of 
search results pertinent to the user's interest, 

b. Claims 8 and 17 contain limitations that are substantially equivalent to claim 1 
and are therefore rejected under the same basis. 

c. Regarding claims 2, 9 and 20, Redfern with Harris teach the methods and 
computer program of claims 1, 8, and 17 wherein displaying results includes displaying results 
such that whether the results are obtained from the source other than the web host or the web 
host is transparent to a user viewing the single interface of results {Redfern: col4 lines 8-27; 
Harris; pages 1-2 paragraphs 0010-0013; page 3 paragraph 0031; pages 6-7 paragraphs 0062- 
0063; page 8 paragraph 0074)'. 

d. Regarding claim 3, Redfern with Harris teach the method of claim 1, Redfern 
further teaches wherein: receiving at least one search term comprises receiving several search 
terms and grouping the search terms received as a single string; comparing the search term with 
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the first electronic information comprises comparing the single string of search terms with the 
first electronic information to determine whether matches exist; and comparing the search term 
with the second electronic information comprises comparing the single string of search terms 
with the second electronic information to determine whether matches exist (col. 3 lines 39-45, 
col4 lines 28-67, col.8 line 63-coL9 line 43, col 10 line 64-col.ll line 54, col. J 5 line 50-col.I6 
line 27). 

e. Regarding claims 4 and 12, Redfern with Harris teach the method of claim 1 
and 8, Redfern further teaches wherein the first electronic information further includes 
proprietary web content such that comparing the search term with the first electronic information 
includes comparing the search term with the proprietary web content within the first electronic 
information store to determine whether matches exist (col.9 lines 1-27). 

f. Regarding claims 5 and 13, Redfern with Harris teach the method of claim 4 
and 12 wherein the second electronic information further includes non-proprietary web content 
such that comparing the search term with the second electronic information includes comparing 
the search term with the non-proprietary web content within the second electronic information 
store to determine whether matches exist (Redfern: col.9 lines 1-27 and 40-43, col9 line 66- 
coLJO line 1, col 15 line 50-coll6 line 27; Harris: page 6 paragraph 0062, page 7 paragraph 
0064, page 8 paragraphs 0074). 

g. Regarding claims 6 and 16, Redfern with Harris teach the method of claim 1 
and 8, Redfern further teaches the method of claim 1 and 8 wherein the results include a ranked 
list of web site identifiers (Abstract, col 10 line 64-col.ll line 47). 



Application/Control Number: 09/749,627 Page 6 

Art Unit: 2141 

h. Regarding claim 10, Redfern with Harris teach the method of claim 8, wherein 
the second electronic information within the second electronic information store is maintained by 
the third party search service {Redfern: coL8 line 63-col9 line 43, col. J 5 line 50-coll6 line 27; 
Harris: page 1 paragraphs 009-0011; page 2 paragraph 0018-0019; page 4 paragraph 0039 
and 0041; page 5 paragraph 0044; pages 5-6 paragraphs 0053-0054; page 6 paragraphs 0059- 
0060; page 8 paragraphs 0074-0075). 

i. Regarding claim 11, Redfern with Harris teach the method of claim 8, wherein 
displaying the first results and the second results includes integrating the first results and the 
second results without displacing {Redfern; coL4 lines 8-27; Harris: pages 1-2 paragraphs 
0010-0013; page 3 paragraph 0031; pages 6-7 paragraphs 0062-0063; page 8 paragraph 
0074). 

). Regarding claim 14, Redfern with Harris teach the method of claim 13 wherein 
the second electronic information includes information that is proprietary to the third party 
search service (Redfern: col.9 lines 1-27 and 40-43, col. 9 line 66-col.lO line 1, col 15 line 50- 
col.16 line 27; Harris: page 6 paragraph 0062, page 7 paragraph 0064, page 8 paragraphs 
0074). 

V. Claim 15 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Redfern (US 
6,078,914) in view of Harris (US Publication 2006/0149719) in further view of Andersen (US 
6,122,740). 

Regarding claims 15, Redfern with Harris teach the method and claim 8, as applied 
above, yet fail to explicitly teach wherein the first electronic information within the first 
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electronic information store is maintained by an internet service provider. However Andersen 
teaches wherein the data storage for the search engine is on an ISP (col. 6 lines 40-45, col.8 lines 
J-4). Therefore it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to combine the 
teachings of Redfern and Harris, which provision the use of multiple search engines, with 
Andersen who teaches that internet service providers (ISP) may include search engines. It is 
well-known in the art for ISPs to provide searching capabilities for the subscribers of the ISP via 
data stores and search engines maintained by the ISP. 

VI. Claims 7 and 21-23 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Redfern (US 6,078,914) in view of Harris (US Publication 2006/0149719) in further view of 
Singhal (US 6,370,527). 

a. Regarding claim 7, Redfern with Harris teach the method of claim 6, as applied 

above, yet fail to explicitly teach wherein the results from the matches determined to exist with 

the internal content from the web host are ranked higher than the results from the matches 

determined to exist with the content from the source other an the web host. However Singhal 

teaches that the ranking of the search results list may be based on which search engine produced 

the results (col. J lines 42-49 \ col. 5 lines 4-7, col 6 lines 5-14). It would have been obvious to one 

of ordinary skill in the art to combine the teachings of Redfern and Harris, which ranking and 

sorting search results from different search engines, with Singhal who teaches that the search 

results from the different search engines may be ranked according to the particular search engine 

device which retrieved the results. In the case of a web host, results retrieved from the web host's 

search engine may be ranked higher to promote preferential selection by the subscriber of the 

web host. 
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b. Regarding claims 21, 22 and 23, Redfern and Harris, teach the methods and 
computer program of claims 1, 8, and 17, as applied above, yet fail to explicitly teach wherein 
the displaying results includes: displaying results from the web host in a first section of the single 
interface of results; displaying results from the source other than the web host in a second section 
of the single interface of results, wherein the first section and the second section are physically 
distinct from each other. However, Singhal teaches displaying the search results from different 
search engines in different section of a webpage (col. 2 lines 35-42). Therefore it would have 
been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to combine the teachings of Redfern and Harris, 
which provision the display of search results from different search engines, with Singhal who 
teaches that the search results from the different search engines may be displayed in different 
section of a webpage; this allows for the user to clearly determine which search engine produced 
eac h particular set of search results. 

Conclusion 

VII. The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to applicant's 
disclosure: Corey et al (5,987,446), Fox et al (6,701,318), Lawrence et al (6,999,959), Kawasaki 
(6,539,375), Dutta (6,718,365). 

VIII. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Kristie Shingles whose telephone number is 571-272-3888. The 
examiner can normally be reached on Monday-Friday 8:30-6:00pm. 
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If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Rupal Dharia can be reached on 571-272-3880. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 

Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published applications 

may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished 

applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR 

system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR 

system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 

Kris tie Shingles 
Examiner 
Art Unit 2141 
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